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JEMORANDUM FOR: Chief, AMmindistrative Branch s VPD

sugrecT ! Reimbursement for Use of Private Vehicles by
Hilitary Personnel Called Beck to Duty After Houvrs

1. You have sdvised that certain militery personnel detailed to 25X1A |
tals Agency and assigned to duty| |bave been reguired to |
raturn to their places of work after the close of norpsl verking hours
o bandle emergency situstions which have been arising with considerable
frequency but which camnot be predicted or planned for in edvance, These
cuergencies relate to onzoing operational activities involving the use |
of aireraft. These persunncl are assigned querters[ | and have 25X1A:
no independent cholce as 1o where they will live., These quirters sre i
Tifteen miles from thelr wark stetions. |

<. Because of the Tinancial burden imposed on these persons,
particularly the enlisted personnel, who bave been mesponding to
cperational calls back by driving thelr perscnal vehicles from their
quariers to work, the question hms been raised me to whether the Agency
way relmburee for this expense. It is mede clear that such reimbureement
would be only for trips in excess of one round trip anily, pince 1t is
aggumed that s Government employee has a personal financial regponsiblility
for getiing to and from his plece of work at pormal working hours.

3. My research of ihis question through the Federsl stetutes and ;
the oplnions of the Comptroller General indicates that we may have i
diffieulty in distinguishing this situation from those in which the |
Comptroller General has denied relief. The general civcumstence thet i
Government ewployses have been called back to duty after hours is not ;
one unigue to the intelligence business » 8lthough the precise cause i
of the call-back may relate 1o our unnsual setivities. Thus, if we |
wora to ssk the Genersl Accounting Office for sn advisory opinion in |
this case, there is a good poseibility that we would be told that we
ara not authorized to spend either vouchered or unvouchered funde for |
this papose. Because of the frequency with which this guestion has
been raised with GAO, it would be difficult for us to refrain Prom |
copgulting them on such a matter.

L. If we must eventually consult GAO, we would be in a better
position to do 80 1f we could show as appealingly as possible the
inequity of the present situation, plus the fact that all alternatives
reimbursement have been tried without aveil. ‘The possiblo
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5. I will run down some Turther leads involving the possible
spplication of the Joint Travel Regulations and reirbursement at
gseven centé yer mile under the authority of 40 U8BC 49i(m). This
gection provides in effect that military personnel who inowr
trensportation expenses "in conducting Government business within
the limite of thelr duty stations™ may be relmbursed for use of
PO0Ve. According to Senate Report No. 1941 on this legisletion
and 39 Comp. Gen. 131 which interprete 1t, the intent of this
lew wes to allow payment to members of the uniformed services
for traveling expenses on the same busis as permitted for civilien
Government employees. What 18 presently nobt clesr is whether cr
not this lav can be Iintermpreted so &8 to apply to the call-back
gituation.
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